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February 5, 2007, 2:45 p.m., E156 Student Union 
 
 
1. Call to Order 
 
 
 
2. Approval of Minutes of January 8, 2007 
http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/senmin/documents/Jan07SenMin.pdf 
 
 
 
3. Report of the University President or Provost 
 
 
 
4. Report of the Senate Executive Committee 
A. Guest Report:  Joe Law, Transfer Assurance Guide (TAG) Project 
 
 
 
5. Old Business 
Items A – H are brought forth by Tom Sav, Chair, UCAPC 
A. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- General Degree Program 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscsgen.pdf 
B. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- Business Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscsbus.pdf 
C. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- Bioinformatics Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscsbio.pdf 
D. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- Computational Science Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscscomp.pdf 
E. CECS Program Change: B.A. Computer Science -- Degree Program 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bacs.pdf 
F. CECS Program Change: B.A. Computer Science -- Business Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bacsbus.pdf 
G. CECS Program Change: Minor in CIT 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/citminor.pdf 
H. CONH Program Change: BEACON: BSN Nursing Program 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/becon.pdf 
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6. New Business 
Items A – F are brought forth by Tom Sav, Chair, UCAPC 
A. CECS Program Change -- B.S. Computer Engineering - General Degree 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/cegen.pdf 
B. CECS New Program Option -- B.S. Computer Engineering - Wireless Software 
Option (new option) 
    http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/cewire.pdf 
C. CECS New Program Option -- B.S. Computer Engineering - Wireless 
Architecture Option (new option) 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/cewiarch.pdf 
D. CEHS Program Change -- B.S. Rehabilitation Services 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/rehab.pdf 
E. COLA Program Change -- B.A. Criminal Justice 
    http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/justice.pdf 
F. COLA Program Change -- B.F.A. Dance 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/dance.pdf 
 
 
 
7. Written Committee Reports and Attendance (Attachment A) 
 A. Faculty Budget Priority Committee:  James Sayer 
B. Faculty Affairs Committee:  Cathy Sayer 
C. Undergraduate Curriculum & Academic Policy Committee:  Tom Sav 
D. Buildings & Grounds Committee:  Jim Amon 
E. Information Technology Committee:  TK Prasad 
F. Student Affairs Committee:  Maher Amer 
G. Student Petitions Committee:  KT Mechlin 
 
 
 
8. Council Reports 
  
 
 
9. Announcements 
A. Next Faculty Senate: March 5, 2007, 2:45 p.m., E157 Student Union*. 
 *Note room change for the March meeting only. 
 
 
 
10. Adjournment 
 
 
 
 
 
Wright State University 
  Faculty Senate Minutes 
February 5, 2007 
2:45 p.m., E156 Student Union 
 
 
1. Call to Order 
Faculty President James Sayer called the meeting to order at 2:45 p.m. 
 
Present (in bold):  Akhbari, M.; Allen, J.; Baker, B.; Cavanaugh, J.; Doorley, J.; 
Goldfinger, M.; Gray, B.; Huang, C.; John, J.; Kay, J.; Killian, J. (substitute Levine, M.); 
Mateti, P.; Mirkin, D.; Nagy, A.; Norris, M.; Otto, R.; Rattan, K.; Sayer, C.; Schatmeyer, 
K.; Schuster, R.; Self, E.; Slonaker, W.; Small, L. (substituting for Shepelak, N.); 
Sudkamp, T.; Tarpey T.; Walbroehl, G.; Wenning, M.; Zryd, T. 
 
Faculty President – Sayer, J.; President – Hopkins, D.; Provost – Angle, S.; 
Parliamentarian – Sav, T.; Secretary – Zambenini, P. (Staff)   
 
 
2. Approval of Minutes of January 8, 2007    
Minutes were approved as written. 
 
 
3. Report of the University President and Provost 
 President Hopkins 
 
• Introduction of new Provost – Dr. Steven Angle is the dean of the College of Natural 
and Agricultural Sciences and director of the Agricultural and Natural Resources 
Program at the University of California, Riverside, since 2001.  He oversees more 
than 265 faculty in 13 academic departments including physical, mathematical, 
biological and agricultural sciences, several organized research units and eight of the 
university s natural reserves. 
 
• The Raj Soin College of Business was honored by the Dayton Business Journal as 
the Not-For-Profit Organization of the Year for 2006. 
 
• Charles Ciampaglio, associate professor of geology and paleontology at the Lake 
Campus is one of three Ohio professors selected from 150 nominations for the 
“Excellence in Education” Award from Ohio Magazine. 
 
• Improving Teacher Quality – Faculty in Wright State s College of Science and 
Mathematics and College of Education and Human Services received two awards 
from 47 submitted to the Ohio Board of Regents for its Improving Teacher Quality 
Program.  The projects link Ohio colleges and universities with high-need school 
systems in an effort to improve mathematics and science education. 
 
• Symposium on Poverty and Society – Wangari Maathai, a Nobel Peace Prize 
recipient from Africa and former congressman, and Ambassador Tony Hall, an 
internationally known advocate for the world s poor from Ohio, shared their 
experiences battling poverty during the 2007 Honors Institute Symposium on Poverty 
and Society. 
 
 
• A national ranking of research university productivity in the Chronicle of Higher 
Education places Wright State fourth in the country among those institutions with 14 
or fewer Ph.D. programs. 
 
• The Boonshoft School of Medicine is the recipient of a generous donation from the 
Levine Family Foundation and the Kettering Medical Center.  A 44-foot mobile 
medical van and funds for its conversion were given to the Homeland Emergency 
Learning and Preparedness Center (H.E.L.P. Center) within the Department of 
Emergency Medicine.  Once converted, the vehicle will become a mobile Healthcare 
Operations and Preparedness Education (HOPE) mobile command unit for the 
center and the region. 
 
• A major role for colleges and universities involves engaging their local communities 
in collaborative projects that improve the quality of life.  How this comes about and 
the success stories it brings was the basis for “Celebrating Engagement: Telling Our 
Stories” at Wright State University on Friday, January 26. 
 
• Governor s Summit on Higher Education – Eighty-six presidents of higher education 
institutions met with Governor Strickland to discuss goals for HE in our state in 
regard to access/success, research/innovation and workforce development. 
 
  Senator Comment/Question:  Applause to you and the Board for the extension of healthcare 
benefits to domestic partners and for extending that to all full-time faculty and staff.  When 
you were a candidate for Provost, you stated at a public meeting with faculty that you 
favored negotiating with AAUP-WSU over bargaining-unit faculty workload.  As you know, 
the WSU administration has refused to negotiate over this fundamental parameter of the 
faculty member s terms and conditions of employment.  Now that you are the president, will 
you allow such vital negotiations to occur? 
 
 President Hopkins: Thinking back to my interview process four years ago, I don t recall the 
exact words, but I do believe I said I would want to look at any opportunity to create the right 
climate for faculty to work in.  This is my fourth year at the institution, and I have gained 
knowledge and understanding of the state and university environment.  The question relates 
to the negotiating the next contract in 2008, and we will in the near future begin discussing 
that with our leadership team.  I would not respond to that today without considerable 
consultation with leadership on campus.  Currently, each college has workload policies, and 
the position of the administration has been that it is against the legal interpretation of the 
state to negotiate work loads within a contract.  We are willing to re-visit workload issues, 
and we are committed to creating a fair and consistent environment for faculty to do their 
work.      
  
4. Report of the Senate Executive Committee 
  
 As I have mentioned before, we will be losing 18 classrooms as Rike Hall goes off-line for 
spring quarter.  Marian Hogue has asked me to encourage you and your constituents to 
think more expansively in terms of our course offerings for spring quarter.  It is very 
conceivable that we will need to ask faculty to change the time they had planned for their 
class to be offered and be willing to move into the 8:30 a.m. time slot, or hold their class at 
the buildings we ll be using across the street from Meijer.  I will be holding a class there and 
ask you to join me.  
 
 
 
 
 
Guest Report: Joe Law, Transfer Assurance Guide (TAG) Project 
 
I last presented to Faculty Senate regarding this project almost two years ago.  As a 
refresher, the Transfer Assurance Guide (TAG) project was developed in response to Ohio 
H.B. No. 95, 125th General Assembly (2003-04). 
 
Key Elements: 
• Assure transfer of coursework and degrees without unnecessary duplication or 
barriers; 
• Use a universal course equivalency classification system to eliminate inconsistent 
judgment in transfer credit application; 
• Admit transfer students with associate degrees to state institutions on n equally 
competitive basis with native students for specific programs, and with priority over 
out-of-state associate degree graduates and out-of-state students; 
• Fully implement the Course Applicability System at all state colleges and universities; 
• Modify courses, as needed, to strengthen content and ensure equivalencies; 
• Examine the feasibility of developing a marketing agenda; 
• Study the feasibility of credit recognition and transferability for an associate degree 
graduate from a career college or school. 
 
Guiding Principles for the Development of Transfer Assurance Guides: 
http://regents,ohio.gov/transfer/tags/indes.php 
 
The goal of a TAG is to recognize comparable, compatible and equivalent courses at or 
above the 70% standard of equivalency adopted by the Articulation and Transfer Advisory 
Council.  Some TAGs identify essential learning outcomes; some TAGs require 100% 
match. 
 
Courses in a TAG are guaranteed to transfer and apply directly to the major.  TAGS become 
a guaranteed pathway for students and a powerful advising tool for advising. 
 
There are 38 TAGs in eight disciplines involving 6,500+ courses.  Broad disciplinary areas 
include:  Arts & Humanities; Business; Communication; Education; Engineering; Health; 
Science & Mathematics; Social & Behavior Sciences. 
 
Status of WSU TAG Submissions: 
Completed:  Anthropology; Art History; Communication Studies; Engineering; English 
Literature; Fine Arts; Geography; Geology; History; Music; Nursing; Physics; Political 
Science. 
 
Pending Notification:  Journalism; Mathematics & Statistics; Philosophy; Public Relations; 
Sociology. 
 
Partially Approved:  Biology; Chemistry; Education; Mathematics & Statistics; Medical 
Laboratory; Psychology; Theatre. 
 
 
Definition of compliance: Ohio public institutions of higher education are in compliance with 
Revised Code 3333.16 when they offer approved TAG course matches to all Articulation 
Numbers of a TAG for their academic majors that have a Transfer Assurance Guide. 
 
WSU is largely in compliance and doing quite well, particularly in some of the most difficult 
areas.  I believe our re-submissions will go well also.  The OBR will be looking at areas 
where there aren t matches.  There is an appeal process for institutions to request 
reconsideration but at some point we will need to address a few courses. 
 
Senator Question:  What is the umbrella that this is being done under? 
 
Dr. Law:  The large group is the Ohio Board of Regents.  This is the Articulation and 
Transfer Division. 
 
Senator Question:  How many of the difficulties that you see might be related to the 
differences between semester and quarter systems? 
 
Dr. Law:  Less than one would expect.  Very often the problem between quarter and 
semester systems is mitigated because we re looking at sequences of courses.  There is an 
elaborate protocol for matching single courses.  Re-submissions have primarily been due to 
the syllabus and other materials not making it clear that all the requirements were actually 
being covered in the classes.   
 
 
5. Old Business 
Items A – H are brought forth by Tom Sav, Chair, UCAPC 
 
Comment from Dr. Sav:  This concerns Items C & D that are listed as “program changes.”  
One might consider those as new programs because they are new options being installed in 
existing programs.  There is some gray area in our procedures and policies regarding this.  
This body has been indifferent as to whether we called them changes or new programs 
because when we create options or concentrations in new programs, it does not require 
external approval by the Ohio Board of Regents or even internal approval from the Board of 
Trustees.  The OBR struggled with this issue several years ago; whether or not new 
concentrations or options within existing programs would be treated as new program 
proposals and require approval by them.  They also struggled with what constitutes a 
concentration vs. an option.  To my knowledge, that issue has not been resolved. 
 
Dr. Howard:  You are correct.  Sometimes the OBR wants to see these types of changes 
and sometimes they do not.  We will probably submit them to see if OBR requires more 
information. 
 
Dr. Sav:  It would be best if they clearly defined if they want these programs submitted or not 
as new programs across the board. 
 
Dr. Howard:  I agree.  That would be ideal. 
 
 
A. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- General Degree Program 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscsgen.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
 
2) Approved. 
B. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- Business Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscsbus.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
C. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- Bioinformatics Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscsbio.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
D. CECS Program Change: B.S. Computer Science -- Computational Science Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bscscomp.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
E. CECS Program Change: B.A. Computer Science -- Degree Program 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bacs.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
F. CECS Program Change: B.A. Computer Science -- Business Option 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/bacsbus.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
G. CECS Program Change: Minor in CIT 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/citminor.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
H. CONH Program Change: BEACON: BSN Nursing Program 
http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/fsreport/becon.pdf 
1) Moved and Seconded to Approve. 
2) Approved. 
 
 
  
6. New Business 
Items A – F are brought forth by Tom Sav, Chair, UCAPC 
Again, Items B & C could be treated as new programs or program changes as with the Old 
Business items just discussed. 
A. CECS Program Change -- B.S. Computer Engineering - General Degree 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/cegen.pdf 
1. Moved and Seconded to Old Business. 
B. CECS New Program Option -- B.S. Computer Engineering - Wireless Software Option 
(new option) 
    http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/cewire.pdf 
1. Moved and Seconded to Old Business. 
C. CECS New Program Option -- B.S. Computer Engineering - Wireless Architecture Option 
(new option) 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/cewiarch.pdf 
1. Moved and Seconded to Old Business. 
D. CEHS Program Change -- B.S. Rehabilitation Services 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/rehab.pdf 
1. Moved and Seconded to Old Business. 
E. COLA Program Change -- B.A. Criminal Justice 
 
    http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/justice.pdf 
1. Moved and Seconded to Old Business. 
F. COLA Program Change -- B.F.A. Dance 
     http://www.wright.edu/ucapc/0007/minutes/dance.pdf 
1. Moved and Seconded to Old Business. 
 
 
 
 
7. Committee Reports 
A. See Attachment A to the February 5, 2007 Agenda. 
 (http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/senage/documents/Feb07SenAgn.2.pdf) 
 
B. Oral Report: Buildings & Grounds Committee – Jim Amon 
1. Draft recommendations for parking may potentially include the following that have 
been discussed at length: 
  a. Shuttle use 
  b. Restructuring of parking fees 
  c. Parking garage 
  d. Build more flat parking lots 
  e. Class scheduling changes 
  f. Promote bicycle use 
  g. Combination of two or more of the above 
 
 2. B&G classroom analysis 
a. A survey of classroom needs that will go out to faculty, staff and students 
is nearly ready for web design and implementation.  Each question will 
give choices from most negative to positive with a sixth option for Not 
Applicable. 
b. Questions are designed to have dual purpose, in that they address both 
teaching and learning. 
c. Demographic question will allow analysis by specific groups as well as the 
whole. 
 
 Dr. Howard questioned about where WSU stands regarding “green” issues as well as 
sustainability. 
 
 Dr. Amon:  We will be addressing those issues as we move along.  The main thrust is 
that we address the learning and teaching environment first.  I am very conscious of the 
environment and how it is impacted, but I want to keep the focus of the survey narrow 
and make sure we go at the most important issues we identify. 
 
 Senator Question:  Concerning designer classrooms; I ve been here many years and 
there have been many surveys.  We hear the same things repeated regarding design of 
the classrooms.  I don t know if faculty have been involved in the design of classrooms, 
but we continue to deal with white boards being covered with projection screens.  How 
can we teach when classrooms continue to be set up like this? 
 
 Dr. Amon:  I hear that often and agree with you.  We do have some input on the design 
of the classroom. 
 
 
 Dr. Howard:  We are addressing some of the issues.  We are adding white boards in 
rooms where we can.  There are new classrooms with new designs, and we are putting 
the projector and screen in such a way that when the screen is down the board will not 
be compromised.  We are aware but keep bringing it to our attention. 
 
 Dr. Jim Sayer:  When Executive Committee meets on February 19th, a representative 
from Vicky Davidson s office will meet with us to talk about classroom design, specifically 
because of the concerns you ve raised.  We need to investigate the design of the new 
classrooms for Rike Hall. 
 
 Senator Question:  Do you have a hypothesis about what combination of the parking 
solutions might be the best options? 
 
 Dr. Amon:  It is my own hypothesis and I don t speak for the committee as a whole.  
Shuttle usage is underutilized, so increasing that would be a good first step.  Combining 
that with restructuring parking fees may allow people to be more comfortable going to 
Lot 20.  Also, rescheduling classes would be helpful.  Offering more classes early in the 
day or even later in the day would help.  The combination of these things has promise.  
This is no easy task.  It is worse than rocket science. 
 
 Senator Question:  Are you looking at restructuring fees?  In other words, charging a 
lower fee for out lots to promote shuttle use? 
 
 Dr. Amon:  Yes, and the closer lots would be a higher price to subsidize the cost of the 
shuttle.  The shuttle costs more to run than to build a flat parking lot, but it is already in 
place and the cheapest solution is not always the best.  The shuttle is underutilized so 
we should take advantage of what we have.  At some point, the university will exceed its 
boundaries and the only way to go will be up, perhaps with a parking garage.  The cost 
of a parking garage is approximately $700 per year, per each person utilizing it. 
 
 Senator Question:  Does the survey ask what kind of fee people will be willing to pay to 
use the remote lots? 
 
 Dr. Amon:  The classroom survey does not include that because it is a more complex 
issue.  Student Government may address this. 
 
 Senator Comment:  We have aggressively tried to motivate more shuttle use and it 
hasn t worked.  We need to know what will motivate people to use the shuttle. 
 
 Dr. Amon:  We realize that we would have to go high-end PR to promote this.  One 
suggestion was that parking in Lot 20 and the use of the shuttle would be free.  Also, 
using the Nutter Center as overflow may work but there are often events there.  The first 
two or three weeks of fall quarter is the biggest problem, and perhaps the Nutter Center 
could be used as this time.  There are many ideas.  I ll have the B&G response for 
Executive Committee on the 19th. 
 
 Senator Question:  Has there ever been a use survey? 
 
 
 
 
 
 Dr. Amon:  The student survey and the Walker Report studied use.  Both were done in 
the fall, one in 2004 and the other in 2007.  For example, Tuesdays at 10:25 a.m., Lot 4 
has -18 spaces.  On Thursday this changes, so perhaps we need to shift some Tuesday 
classes to Thursday or move classes to the 8:30 a.m. block. 
 
 I would like to add regarding classrooms; design is something we have looked at quite a 
bit.  Vicky Davidson did give us design parameters for the different types of classrooms. 
 
 Senator Question:  Do we have a faculty member on the committee that designs the 
classrooms? 
 
 Dr. Amon:  The B&G Committee does have some input, but it is unfortunate that we often 
get information after-the-fact.  We are not called in to make comments as early as we 
perhaps should be and maybe that needs to change. 
 
 Senator Comment:  Maybe a faculty committee should be required to approve any 
change that concerns classrooms. 
 
 Dr. Amon:  I understand and we need representation at the early phases.  However, 
classroom design is not simple and it takes a long time to see what will work best.  Often, 
we are dealing with consultants and they have experience that takes us beyond WSU and 
looks at the kinds of problems other schools have as well.  There is only so much you can 
do with certain classrooms; i.e. it is good to have classroom entry where it does not 
interfere with instruction; however, in tiered classrooms that is difficult to achieve. 
 
  
 
8. Council Reports 
 None. 
 
 
 
9. Announcements 
A. The Student Affairs Committee is working on the issue of proposing a modification to our 
grading system that would allow for “+” and “-“ grades.   Student Government supports 
this and we anticipate a recommendation from the Student Affairs Committee, one way or 
the other, in the near future.       
 
  
10. Adjournment 
 The meeting was adjourned at 3:47 p.m.  The next meeting will be on Monday, March 5, 2007, at 
2:45 p.m., in E157 Student Union.  Please note room change for the March meeting ONLY. 
 
 
 
 
/pz 
